some point in the future -perhaps as early as 2014 -seems not to be a dream any more. As a sign of how times have changed, so far as historians are concerned, in 2005 the renowned specialist on modern and contemporary Balkan history, John Lampe, published Balkans into South Eastern Europe, the title of which can be read as a programme.
2 For Lampe, south-east European history belongs beyond any doubt to the realm of European history, albeit with special features. But his useful book tells the story of these countries from the late nineteenth century onwards only.
It seems to be a truism that the roots of most of the European nations go back to the Middle Ages.
3 But is this also true of the states and nations on the southeastern periphery of Europe, a region that can still be labelled contemptuously 'the Balkans'? Astonishingly enough, at least as far as national identity is concerned, no less than three of these nations link their present expressly not to the Middle Ages but to antiquity: Greece to the ancient Greeks, as demonstrated by the opening and closing ceremonies of the Olympic Games in Athens in 2004; Romania to the ancient Romans; and, most prominently and bizarrely, Albania to the ancient Illyrians -bestowing an Illyrian ancestry on Alexander the Great and Pyrrhos alike. By contrast, when dealing with nationalism, nation-building and the role of religion in south-eastern Europe, Eric Hobsbawm and Ernest Gellner somewhat capitulated to the idea of a special and separate development for the Balkans. 4 These considerations inevitably lead to the question: Were there any Middle Ages on the Balkan Peninsula at all? So a reassessment of the history and at the same time of the image of the history of south-eastern Europe seems a desideratum. One possibility would be, of course, to follow the lines drawn by Maria Todorova in her seminal Imagining the Balkans, an attempt to apply the theories of Edward Said (whom Todorova cites more reluctantly than was fitting) to south-eastern Europe, in describing the creation of the region by nineteenth-century European scholarship.
5 Here I will not follow Todorova's line. As a Byzantinist teaching and doing research at a department for Medieval Studies, 6 I will follow another path and concentrate on the following questions. Which historical experiences shaped the collective memory of the Balkan peoples, and made them allegedly so different from those in western Europe? And, connected to the first, how did these people record their experiences, or how did they fix them as oral and written memory? I will concentrate primarily on written memory, though I am fully aware that oral history plays a crucial role even today in the Balkans, and should be seen as interacting closely with written memory. Strangely enough, there has been astonishingly little comparison done, even in the field of written memory, between western and south-eastern historical narratives. I know of no book comparing medieval Latin historiography with Byzantine historiography.
So, this study is comprised of two parts. The first is about how memory was organized in south-eastern Europe during the time contemporary to the
